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WASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER 


Carter's  Priorities  Intact 

CONGRESS  APPROVES  "AUSTERE"  BUDGET 


Congress  has  concluded  action  on  the  First  Concurrent  Budget 
Resolution,  leaving  Pres.  Carter's  "guns  instead  of  butter"  priorities 
largely  intact.  But,  looking  at  the  changes  which  were  made,  two 
conclusions  stand  out:  (1)  Congress  differed  with  Carter  by  making 
small  cuts  in  military  spending  and  small  increases  in  some  domestic 
programs.  (2)  Within  Congress,  the  House  supports  moves  in  this 
direction  more  than  the  Senate  does. 

Despite  the  austerity  mood,  the  Carter-Congressional  budgets  re¬ 
sult  in  massive  increases  in  military  spending.  The  perceived  "Soviet 
threat"  has  apparently  led  officials  to  view  the  Pentagon  as  the  most 
legitimate  and  deserving  recipient  of  federal  income  taxpayers'  mon¬ 
ey.  Budget  authority  funds  for  military  purposes  are  up  nearly  $10 
billion  to  $1 37.2  billion,  including  foreign  military  aid. 

SENATE 

The  Senate  took  up  the  budget  resolution  in  three  long  sessions 
Apr.  23-25.  The  non-binding  spending  targets  for  FY80  are  part  of  a 
plan  drafted  by  the  Senate  Budget  Cmte.  which  is  designed  to  bring 
about  a  balanced  budget  by  1 981  (primarily  by  foregoing  a  tax  cut  in 
an  election  year!).  Military  spending  is  scheduled  for  substantial  real 
increases  yearly. 

Sen.  George  McGovern  SD  offered  a  modest  transfer  amendment 
that  wou  Id  have  cut  $  1 . 7  bi  1 1  ion  from  the  defense  fu  nction  to  fu nd  $  1 
billion  in  social  programs,  with  the  remainder  going  to  reduce  the 
deficit.  The  McGovern  transfer  amendment  was  defeated  24-69  on 
Apr.  24. 

There  were  two  small  gains  for  social  programs  in  the  Senate.  An 
amendment  by  Sen.  Howard  Metzenbaum  OH  to  add  $100  million 
for  nutrition  programs  passed  68-21,  and  an 


CONGRESS' 

CARTER'S  REVISED 

BUDGET 

BUDGET 

(First  Resolution) 

Mar.  15, 1979 

FY80  in  billions  of  dollars  I 

Revenues 

509. 

503.9 

Budget  Authority 

604. 

615.0 

Outlays 

532. 

532.3 

Deficit 

23. 

28.4 

Selected  Categories 

050  National  Defense 

BA 

136.6 

138.2 

O 

124.2 

126.0 

150  International  Affairs 

BA 

12.6 

13.6 

O 

7.9 

8.2 

350  Agriculture 

BA 

5.0 

4.9 

O 

5.4 

4.3 

500  Education,  Training,  Employment,  Social  Services 

BA 

30.9 

30.9 

O 

30.5 

30.2 

"Budget  Authority"  (BA)  authorizes  current  or  future  government  spending  in 
appropriation  bills  and  in  contract  and  borrowing  authority. 

"Outlays"  (O)  are  estimates  of  funds  to  be  spent  during  the  year  from  current  and 

1  past  budget  authority. 

_ 1 

amendment  offered  by  Sen.  Lawton  Chiles 
FL  to  restore  $300  million  for  Social  Security 


DISPUTE  SETTLEMENT  IN  THE  STRUGGLE  FOR  MARKETS 


passed  49-36. 


The  economic  turmoil  ofthe70's  has  gen-  technical  standards,  government  procure- 


HOUSE 


erated  increased  tension  between  nations.  ment  restrictions,  import  licensing,  and 


The  House  began  debate  on  the  First  Con¬ 
current  Budget  Resolution  on  Apr.  30  and 
did  not  complete  action  until  May  14.  On 
May  23,  the  House  rejected  the  Conference 
Report,  144-260.  Many  House  members  felt 
the  Conference  Cmte.  had  given  too  much  to 
the  military  and  too  little  to  social  programs; 
they  were  joined  by  those  traditionally  op¬ 
posed  to  budget  resolutions  with  huge  defi¬ 
cits.  But  the  next  day,  the  House  accepted  a 
Senate  compromise  which  gave  more  mon¬ 
ey  for  education  and  training  but  failed  to  cut 
any  military  funds. 

During  the  regular  debate  on  the  resolu¬ 
tion,  scores  of  amendments  were  offered,  but 
(Continued  on  p.  2) 


While  industrialized  countries  struggle  to 
protect  their  job  base  through  increased  re¬ 
strictions  on  imports,  developing  nations 
press  for  freer  entry  into  Western  European 
and  U.S.  markets.  In  this  atmosphere,  and 
after  more  than  four  years  of  hard  bargaining, 
41  countries  have  produced  a  package  of 
trade  agreements  which: 

•  reduce  tariffs  by  an  average  of  about 
33%  (with  lesser  cuts,  or  no  reductions  at  all, 
in  the  duties  on  some  commodities,  includ¬ 
ing  key  exports  of  developing  nations  such  as 
textiles  and  shoes), 

•  establish  Codes  of  Conduct,  for  opera¬ 
tion  and  use  of  non-tariff  measures  and  pro¬ 
grams  that  affect  trade,  such  as  subsidies. 


methods  of  customs  valuation. 

Assessments  of  these  agreements  range 
from  negative  —  the  reaction  of  some  devel¬ 
oping  nations  —  to  positive.  Hopefully,  the 
package  will  curb  the  growth  of  protection¬ 
ism,  reduce  the  potential  for  misunder¬ 
standing  among  nations,  and  promote  con¬ 
ciliation  of  disputes. 

Congressional  Action.  The  tariff  reduc¬ 
tions  can  be  consummated  by  the  President, 
but  Congress  must  approve  changes  in  dom¬ 
estic  law  required  to  bring  the  Codes  of  Con¬ 
duct  into  force.  An  omnibus  bill  incorporat¬ 
ing  these  changes  will  probably  be  debated 
by  both  houses  in  June.  Estimates  vary  as  to 
(Continued  on  p.  2) 
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AVERTING  ECONOMIC  DISTRESS 


While  a  more  comprehensive  approach  is 
needed,  Congress  is  considering  some  par¬ 
tial  steps  to  reduce  economic  suffering  and 
the  threat  of  unemployment.  The  Economic 
Development  Administration  (EDA)  has  gen¬ 
eral  responsibility  in  this  area,  including  help 
for  those  hurt  by  increased  imports  or  mili¬ 
tary  base  closings.  The  Depts.  of  Labor  and 
Defense  assist  in  these  adjustments. 

Freer  Trade.  The  House  passed  the  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance  Act  (see  March 
Newsletter)  in  May.  The  Senate  bill  is  still  in 
committee. 

Converting  from  military  production.  If 

the  President  submits  his  promised  proposal 
to  consolidate  more  functions  under  EDA, 
the  House  Public  Works  Subcmte.  on  Econ¬ 
omic  Development  (Roe  Nj,  ch.)  may  hold 
hearings  on  such  facets  of  defense  economic 
adjustment  as  a  transfer  of  the  Office  of  Econ¬ 
omic  Adjustment  from  the  Dept,  of  Defense 
to  EDA. 


The  Senate  and  House  Banking  Subctmes. 
on  Economic  Stabilization  (Riegle  Ml  and 
Moorhead  PA,  chs.),  responsible  for  the  De¬ 
fense  Production  Act,  may  hold  similar  hear¬ 
ings. 

If  your  Representative  or  Senators  serve  on 
these  committees,  urge  them  to  encourage 
such  hearings. 

Other  bills  establishing  new  administra¬ 
tive  structures  for  defense  economic  adjust¬ 
ment  have  been  introduced.  Chief  among 
these  is  the  new  version  of  the  Defense  Econ¬ 
omic  Adjustment  Act,  S.  1031  (McGovern 
SD,  Mathias  MD,  and  Ribicoff  CT),  now  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  Governmental  Affairs  Cmte. 
where  Ribicoff's  chairmanship  gives  hope 
for  hearings. 

For  details  and  strategy,  write  FCNL  for  a 
copy  of  the  Special  Legislative  Issue  of 
SANE's  Conversion  Planner. 


Markets  (cont.  from  p.  1.) 

the  degree  of  opposition  to  the  bill  and  the 
trading  system  it  supports.  Some  proponents 
of  a  more  open  trading  policy  say  the  Admin¬ 
istration  has  diluted  benefits  in  bargaining  for 
floor  votes.  “Deals”  include  tighter  restric¬ 
tions  on  textile  imports  and  higher  price  sup¬ 
ports  for  U.S.  sugar  producers. 

But  the  bill  and  the  trade  package  it  im¬ 
plements  will  expand  the  body  of  adminis¬ 
trative  procedures  which  can  help  assure  a 
more  peaceful  world.  Each  Code  includes 
procedures  for  resolving  grievances. 

Urge  your  Senators  and  Representative  to 
support  the  bill  as  another  step  in  inter¬ 
national  cooperation. 

Some  Important  Codes 

Subsidies.  The  current  prohibition  against 
suosidizing  exports  of  industrial  goods  is 
tightened  and  expanded  to  cover  primary 
mineral  products.  Agricultural  subsidies  are 
not  to  be  used  to  (a)  displace  the  exports  of 
other  suppliers  or  (b)  materially  undercut 
prices  in  a  particular  market. 

Developing  countries  may  continue  to 
subsidize  industrial  exports  if  their  subsidies 


Disputes  between  signatories  over:  (a) 
subsidies  that  affect  their  competitive  posi¬ 
tion  in  a  third  market  or  (b)  domestic  subsi¬ 
dies  —  for  regional  development,  job  pro¬ 
motion,  research  and  development,  etc.  — 
that  displace  or  impede  imports  are  to  be 
settled  through  (1)  consultation  or  (2)  con¬ 
ciliation  by  a  Committee  of  all  Signatories  or 
(3)  conciliation  by  a  panel  of  three  or  five 
members  drawn  from  a  list  of  persons  quali¬ 
fied  in  trade  relations  and  economic  devel¬ 
opment.  Ifdisputants  are  still  unable  to  come 
to  a  mutually  satisfactory  solution,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  may  make  additional  recommenda¬ 
tions.  If  these  are  not  accepted,  the  Commit¬ 
tee  may  authorize  counter-measures,  includ¬ 
ing  withdrawal  of  trade  concessions. 

Product  Standards.  The  Code  would 
curtail  use  of  double  standards  or  manipula¬ 
tion  of  technical  standards  to  protect  domes¬ 
tic  industries  from  foreign  competition.  It 
calls  upon  nations  to  ensure  that  new  or 
revised  technical  standards  or  regulations 
do  not  create  “obstacles"  to  trade.  Countries 
are  encouraged  to  use  international  stan¬ 
dards  where  available,  unless  they  are  “inap¬ 
propriate"  for  national  security,  health,  or 
environmental  reasons. 


do  not  cause  “serious  prejudice"  to  other 
producers,  but  are  encouraged  to  reduce  or 
eliminate  such  subsidies. 

Impiorting  nations  whose  producers 
may  be  “injured"  by  subsidized  imports 
may  offset  the  subsidy  unilaterally  by 
increasing  tariffs.  (The  U.S.  has  used  the 
countervailing  duty  technique  in  the 
past,  but  has  not  required  domestic  pro¬ 
ducers  to  show  injury  or  threat  of  in¬ 
jury.) 


Technical  assistance  in  establishing  or 
meeting  standards  is  to  be  offered  to  devel¬ 
oping  countries,  with  priority  to  the  needs  of 
the  least  developed.  Developing  countries 
may  be  given  “time-limited  exception"  from 
complying  with  the  Agreement. 

The  Code  calls  for  prompt  resolution  of 
disputes,  particularly  in  the  case  of  perish¬ 
able  products.  An  expert  group  may  be  ap¬ 
pointed  to  help.  If  it  fails,  a  panel  may  be 


Budget  (cont.  from  p.  I) 

almost  all  were  voted  down.  An  amendment  . 
by  Rep.  Charles  Bennett  FL  to  add  $1.7  bil-  I 
lion  to  military  spending  was  defeated  188- 
209.  Two  efforts  to  increase  defense  spend¬ 
ing  while  reducing  the  deficit  were  also  re¬ 
jected.  Rep.  Delbert  Latta  OH  offered  an  a- 
mendment  to  reduce  the  deficit  to  $1 5.2  bil¬ 
lion  while  adding  $2.8  billion  in  budget 
authority  to  the  defense  function.  It  was  re¬ 
jected  1 91  -228.  Reps.  Marjorie  Holt  MD  and 
Ralph  Regula  OH  offered  a  similar  amend¬ 
ment  that  would  have  reduced  the  deficit  to 
$18.7  billion.  This  was  defeated  198-218. 

Several  attempts  to  transfer  military  or  re¬ 
lated  funds  to  social  programs  were  also  vot-  | 
ed  down.  A  proposal  by  Rep.  Ted  Weiss  NY 
to  move  $1  billion  in  budget  authority  from 
the  “National  Defense"  function  into  vari¬ 
ous  employment  and  training  programs  was 
defeated  92-321.  A  transfer  amendment  by 
Rep.  Elizabeth  Holtzman  NY  was  rejected  by 
voice  vote.  It  proposed  moving  $2.8  billion 
in  budget  authority  from  defense  and  $100 
million  from  the  Space  Shuttle  program  to 
roll  back  the  Social  Security  tax  increase  and 
fund  other  social  programs. 

Rep.  Barren  Mitchell  MD  offered  an  a- 
mendment  to  raise  revenues  $1  billion  in 
FY79  and  $4  billion  in  FY80  by  closing  tax 
“loopholes."  The  increased  revenue  would 
be  used  for  domestic  energy,  job  education, 
and  health  programs.  His  amendment  was 
defeated  1 30-277. 

.  .  .  the  defense  of  a  country  is  measured 
by  far  more  than  the  size  of  its  armaments. 

It  is  measured  by  the  health  of  its  people, 
by  the  quality  of  their  education,  by  the 
strength  of  their  energy  supply,  by  the 
vigor  of  their  transportation  system.  All  of 
these  things  also  enter  into  national  de¬ 
fense. 

—  Sen.  George  McGovern  SD,  Apr.  24, 1 979 
created,  similar  to  that  authorized  under  the 
Subsidy  Code.  Punitive  action  would  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  withdrawal  of  code  benefits  from  an 
offending  party. 

Safeguards.  Negotiators  were  unable  to 
reach  agreement  on  a  code  governing  use  of 
quotas  and  other  devices  to  provide  tempor¬ 
ary  protection  to  a  domestic  industry.  Con¬ 
troversy  centered  on  whether  a  country 
should  be  allowed  to  restrict  shipments  of  a 
particular  product,  e.g.,  shoes,  from  a  speci¬ 
fic  nation,  such  as  S.  Korea  (the  European 
position)  or  whether  the  restriction  must  be 
applied  against  all  suppliers  of  the  item  (posi¬ 
tion  of  the  developing  countries). 

Changes  in  the  General  Agreement  on 
Tariffs  and  Trade  were  accepted  which 
would  legalize  a  temporary  waiver  of  the 
nondiscriminatory  trading  rule  to  allow  more 
favorable  treatment  for  developing  coun¬ 
tries. 
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Reclamation  Law:  Enforcement  or  Revision? 


Such  public  subsidies  justify  insistence  that 
opportunities  be  widely  dispersed. 


This  Congress  will  try  to  resolve  a  75-year- 
old  controversy  within  Reclamation  Law.  At 
issue  is  whether  the  basic  provisions  setting 
eligibility  for  irrigation  water  in  federally 
built  reclamation  districts  will  be  reaffirmed 
or  changed. 

The  1 902  Law  states;  “No  right  to  use  of 
water  for  land  in  private  ownership  shall  be 
sold  for  any  trust  exceeding  1 60  acres  to  any 
landowner  .  .  .  and  no  such  sale  shall  be 
made  to  any  landowner  unless  he  be  an 
actual  bona  fide  resident  on  such  land,  or . . . 
in  the  neighborhood." 

In  1914,  Congress  added  that  owners  be 
required  to  dispose  of  lands  "in  excess  of  the 
area. . . .  [deemed]  sufficient  for  support  of  a 
family." 

As  reclamation  projects  have  developed  in 
the  intervening  years,  these  laws  have  been 
loosely  interpreted  and  laxly  enforced.  Resi¬ 
dency  requirements  have  been  virtually  ig¬ 
nored.  Temporary  delivery  of  water  (for  up  to 
1 0  years)  to  "excess  lands"  has  been  permit¬ 
ted  for  owners  who  contracted  to  sell  within 
that  period.  Sales  have  then  been  approved 
to  corporation  members  or  to  relatives,  with¬ 
out  actual  transfer  of  management  or  bene¬ 
fits.  Existing  large  operations  have  thus  con¬ 
tinued  intact,  and  new  small  or  moderate¬ 
sized  farms  have  been  for  the  most  part  effec¬ 
tively  excluded. 

FCNL  believes  strongly  that  the  clear  intent 
of  the  original  laws  should  be  reaffirmed  and 
effected.  The  single  legislative  change  which 


1  WCARRD  APPROACHES  I 

The  UN  Food  and  Agriculture  Organiza¬ 
tion  (FAO)  will  convene  a  World  Conference 
on  Agrarian  Reform  and  Rural  Development 
(WCARRD)  in  Rome  on  July  1 2-20. 

The  aim  of  the  conference  is  to  inspire 
among  the  more  than  120  participating 
countries  "a  new  and  sustained  national  and 
international  effort"  to  improve  the  condi¬ 
tion  and  quality  of  life  of  the  80%  of  the 
world's  1.3  billion  poor  who  live  in  rural 
areas  and  "to  stimulate  self-reliant  growth 
with  equity."  The  FAO  sees  increased  food 
production  based  on  agrarian  reforms  and 
rural  development  as  the  key  to  this  two-part 
strategy. 

Developed  as  well  as  developing  coun¬ 
tries  should  benefit  from  this  conference  be¬ 
cause  the  socio-economic  problems  related 
to  agrarian  reform  and  rural  development 
know  no  boundaries. 

For  more  information,  write  to  FCNL. 


seems  needed  is  to  permit  land  equivalency 
adjustments  —  allowing  larger  acreages  to 
qualify  in  districts  with  short  growing  sea¬ 
sons.  The  primary  goal  should  be  to  create 
the  maximum  number  of  viable  opportuni¬ 
ties  for  family  farms. 

The  average  size  of  irrigated  farms  and  the 
variety  of  size  among  successful  farms  in  rec¬ 
lamation  districts  indicate  that  viability  is 
possible  within  the  existing  limit  of  160  acres 
per  landowner,  assuming  a  spxDuse;  a  recent 
Dept,  of  Agriculture  analysis  confirms  this 
indication.  Part  of  the  viability  arises  from  the 
very  considerable  subsidy  involved  in  most 
districts,  through  allocation  of  project  costs 
and  low  interest  rates  over  a  long  period. 


Congress  is  likely  to  redefine  acreage  lim¬ 
itations  in  terms  of  family  units  rather  than 
individual  landowners.  The  basic  Senate 
proposal  (S.  14,  Church  ID)  would  enlarge 
family  eligibility  to  1,280  acres  and  add  a 
number  of  "loopholes"  to  make  even  that 
limit  ineffective.  Several  other  Senate  bills 
are  little  better  —  or  even  worse.  Although 
Rep.  Weaver  OR  has  introduced  a  bill  with¬ 
out  such  excesses  (H.R.  3393),  the  House 
will  probably  wait  until  the  Senate  acts. 

.Urge  your  members  of  Congress  to  insure 
m  that  reclamation  benefits  be  directed  to- 
^  ward  family  farms  of  small  and  moderate 
size.  Write  for  FCNL's  "160  Acre"  statement 
for  more  details. 


INDIAN  HEALTH  $  THREATENED 


Authority  for  the  funding  of  the  Indian 
Health  Care  Improvement  Act  expires  at  the 
end  of  Fiscal  Year  1980.  Time  is  already 
running  out  for  reauthorizing  funds  for  the 
Act  for  its  remaining  four  years. 

Providing  adequate  health  care  for  Indians 
is  a  problem  which  has  never  been  resolved. 
The  alarming  health  statistics  of  Indians  show 
clearly  that  proper  health  care  has  never 
been  a  high  priority  of  the  federal  govern¬ 
ment.  In  general,  Indian  health  lags  about  25 
years  behind  that  of  the  general  population, 
with  the  highest  infant  mortality  rate  and  the 
lowest  life  expectancy  of  any  group  in  the 
United  States.  There  is  a  high  incidence  of 
diabetes,  obesity,  and  alcoholism. 

For  several  years,  the  rate  of  involuntary 
sterilizations  was  very  high,  particularly  a- 
mong  Indian  women  living  on  reservations. 
And  yet,  the  latest  birth  rate  figures  show  that 
the  Indian  population  is  increasing  two  to 
three  times  faster  than  the  general  popula¬ 
tion,  with  one  half  of  the  Indian  population 
under  the  age  of  20.  Meeting  the  health 
needs  of  this  increasing,  young  population 
will  require  careful  planning  and  sufficient 
funds  to  carry  out  those  plans. 

The  Indian  Health  Care  Improvement  Act 
of  1976  (P.L.  94-437)  is  the  most  compre¬ 
hensive  health  legislation  ever  passed  by 
Congress.  It  was  designed  to  bring  Indian 
health  to  an  acceptable  level,  to  help  elimin¬ 
ate  the  tremendous  backlog  of  medical 
cases,  and  to  encourage  Indian  involvement 
in  that  process  so  that  tribes  can  gradually 
assume  control  of  health  care  for  their  peo¬ 
ple.  This  is  consistent  with  the  official  U.S. 
policy  of  Indian  self-determination. 

A  seven-year  plan  is  set  forth  in  P.L.  94- 
437,  but  Congress  authorized  funding  for 
only  three  years:  Fiscal  Years  1 978-1980.  In 
each  successive  year,  the  adopted  federal 


budget  has  shown  larger  cuts  from  author¬ 
ized  levels,  especially  when  inflation  is  taken 
into  account. 

By  1980,  Title  I,  personnel  training,  and 
Title  V,  urban  Indian  health  care,  will  expire 
unless  reauthorized  during  this  session  of 
Congress.  The  other  titles  of  the  Act,  for  basic 
health  services  and  facility  construction,  will 
not  totally  expire,  but  will  be  more  difficult  to 
fund  without  reauthorization. 

A  reauthorization  bill  will  have  to  be  han¬ 
dled  by  the  House  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
Cmte.  and  the  Senate  Select  Cmte.  on  Indian 
Affairs.  These  committees  should  schedule 
oversight  hearings  on  P.L.  94-437  to  gather 
current  information  on  what  has  and  what 
has  not  worked  in  implementation  of  the  Act, 
as  the  basis  for  a  reauthorization  bill. 

The  problems  of  Indian  health  care  should 
also  be  viewed  from  the  broader  perspective 
of  national  health  insurance.  The  impact  on 
the  Indian  Health  Service  of  Sen.  Kennedy's 
proposed  health  package  and  other  health 
care  plans  will  need  to  be  evaluated. 

The  Administration's  priorities  were  made 
evident  in  the  proposed  FY1980  budget.  By 
those  figures,  the  Pentagon,  in  less  than  five 
and  a  half  hours,  uses  the  same  amount  of 
money  budgeted  for  Indian  health  care  in  an 
entire  year. 

In  1976,  FCNL  focused  on  seeing  that 
authorizations  were  included  in  the  original 
Act  so  that  the  intentions  of  Congress  would 
be  carried  out.  It  is  vitally  important  that 
continued  funding  for  P.L.  94-437  be  se¬ 
cured  this  year. 

You  will  be  an  important  part  of  this  proc¬ 
ess.  Urge  your  legislators  to  reauthorize 
funding  for  the  Indian  Health  Care  Im¬ 
provement  Act,  particularly  if  they  are  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committees  named. 
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DRAFT  REGISTRATION  ROLLS  ON 


A  major  step  toward  resumption  of  the 
military  draft  came  May  10,  when  the  House 
Armed  Services  Cmte.  reported  out  the  Dept, 
of  Defense  (DoD)  authorization  bill  (H.R. 
4040),  wh  ich  —  among  many  other  th  i  ngs  — 
would  require  draft  registration  of  all  young 
men  turning  1 8  on  or  after  Jan.  1 , 1981. 

FCNL  strenuously  opposed  the  move  to 
attach  draft  registration  as  an  amendment  to 
the  $40  billion  bill.  Historically,  draft  issues 
have  been  dealt  with  in  separate  legislation, 
when  Congress  could  focus  attention  on  this 
issue,  which  directly  affects  millions  of  per¬ 
sons. 

Efforts  will  t'e  made  to  ft'’‘l<e  the  dra<t 
tration  provision  when  the  bill  reaches  the 
House  floor,  probably  in  mid-June. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  registration  is  the 
first  step  in  a  scenario  intended  to  culminate 
in  full  reactivation  of  conscription  in  1981  or 
soon  thereafter.  Indeed,  the  same  bill  (H.R. 
4040)  would  require  the  President  to  submit 
recommendations  soon  regarding  the  desir¬ 
ability  of  authorizing  inductions  into  the  ac¬ 
tive  duty  forces  and  the  reserves,  as  well  as 
drafting  women.  He  would  also  be  directed 
to  explore  use  of  school  records  and  other 
means  to  obtain  the  names  of  1 8-year-olds. 

In  the  Senate,  James  Bristol  testified  for 
FCNL  and  AFSC  before  an  Armed  Services 
Subcmte.  on  May  21  in  opposition  to  draft 
registration.  The  Senate  version  could  also 
be  attached  to  DoD  authorizations  or  be  put 
in  a  separate  bill.  In  either  event,  a  Senate 
vote  is  also  expected  in  June. 


'Tve  got  a  thought.  YOU  register  for  the  draft  and 
I'LL  tell  YOU  what  a  great  idea  it  is." 

Reprinted  by  ptermission  of  Newspaper  Enterprise 
Association  (NEA). 

Continue  to  urge  your  Representative  and 
Senators  to  oppose  draft  registration  when 
it  comes  to  the  floor. 


SALT  II 

On  June  15,  Pres.  Carter  and  Soviet 
leader  Leonid  Brezhnev  will  meet  in  Vi¬ 
enna  to  sign  SALT  II,  after  seven  years' 
negotiations  in  attempt  to  limit  the  arms 
race.  Next  month's  FCNL  Newsletter  will 
analyze  the  agreement  —  its  problems, 
promises,  and  prospects.  Look  for  this 
special  issue. 


FCNL  News . . . 


Sen.  Mark  Hatfield  OR  and  Rep. 
NUCLEAR  Schroeder  CO  invited  mem- 
RISKS  Congress  and  their  aides 

to  a  special  briefing  May  9  on 
the  related  dangers  of  nuclear  weapoi.., 
nuclear  energy.  The  meeting  was  sponsored 
by  FCNL,  AFSC,  and  the  Fellowship  of  Re¬ 
conciliation.  Speakers  noted  that  the  hazards 
of  producing,  testing,  transporting,  and  po¬ 
tentially  using  nuclear  weapons  material, 
and  storing  the  waste,  are  far  greater  than  the 
damage  from  the  Three  Mile  Island  accident 
in  Pennsylvania. 


FCNL  FCNL  General  Cmte.  Clerk 
ACROSS  Ralph  Rudd,  Cleveland;  Henry 
COUNTRY  Dasenbrock,  clerk  of  the  De¬ 
velopment  Cmte.,  Baltimore, 
and  Edward  Snyder  and  George  Bliss,  staff, 
visited  Oregon  and  Washington  State  Friends' 
Meetings  and  churches  in  mid-May,  discus¬ 
sing  FCNL  program  and  priorities.  George 
Bliss  continues  with  visits  in  California,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Idaho,  Utah,  and  Kansas. 

FCNL  representatives  are  scheduled  at 
Yearly  Meetings  throughout  the  summer  — 
plan  to  meet  them. 


COMING 

UP: 

KANSAS 


Plan  now  to  attend  an  FCNL  Re¬ 
gional  Meeting,  Sept.  21-23,  at 
Quaker  Haven,  Arkansas  City, 
KS.  It  will  be  an  opportunity  to 

•  wrestle  with  the  hard  issues  of  our  day, 

•  rest  in  the  fellowship  of  shared  concerns. 
Write  Helen  Bliss,  FCNL,  for  more  informa¬ 
tion. 


Note:  FCNL  Annual  Meeting  is  Nov.  29-Dec.  2, 
at  the  National  4-H  Center,  Washington,  DC. 
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THE  FRIENDS  COMMITTEE  ON  NATIONAL 
LEGISLATION  includes  Friends  appointed  by 
24  Friends  Yearly  Meetings  and  by  1 1  other 
Friends'  organizations  in  the  United  States.  Ex¬ 
pressions  of  views  in  the  FCNL  WASHING¬ 
TON  NEWSLETTER  are  guided  by  the  State¬ 
ment  of  Policy,  prepared  and  approved  by  the 
Committee.  Seeking  to  follow  the  leadings  of 
the  Spirit,  the  FCNL  speaks  for  itself  and  for 
like-minded  Friends. 

FCNL  WASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER.  Con¬ 
tributors  to  this  issue  include  Edward  Snyder, 
Frances  Neely,  Don  Reeves,  Nick  Block,  jan 
Harmon,  William  Marsden,  Christina  Miller, 
Elizabeth  Schutt,  Paul  Tabor,  Sharon  Martin. 
245  Second  St.,  N.E.,  Washington,  DC  20002. 
Subscription  price  $10  per  year.  Published 
monthly  except  August. 
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